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and alternatives to 
General Plan. The 
ribed. 

f Napa County; and now you have a chance to say what 
e in today and leave for future generations. On Page 3 
>h you can use to express your opinion on growth and 
orm can be mailed as is; no envelope is needed, postage 
m is brief, the County would welcome any additional 
All additional comments should be sent to the 


re form. 


a 
Commission will also hold public meetings so that 
lity to ask questions or present your views directly to 
County. All the information and comments received 
fers, and presentations made at public meetings will be 
isors and the Pianning Commission in drafting the 


Studies by the Association of Bay Area 
redict Napa County, in the near future, 
an increasing proportion of 
he rest of the Bay Area counties 
ped. That trend has started al- 
ecent average annual growth rate 
% from 1970 to 1973) is higher 
Bay Area as a whole (1.2% for the 


commuting patterns are influenced by 
nt, transportation, and housing oppor- 

i willingness of individuals to com- 
ation to other parts of the region 
ect growth. Thirty percent of all the 
nty residents in 1970 worked 
One commuter in five—nearly 
ners—was willing to travel as far as 
and commute 60 to 80 miles 
= in Napa County. How much 
rates, transportation costs, 
congestion, rapid transit, 
problems of overcrowding, 
have on commuters in the 
s. However, regional plan- 
umber may increase in the 


mK 


of the 1973 growth refer- 
s likely to lower its growth 
1, voters indicated a desire to 
and to encourage inner city 
nexing outlying lands. Nearly 3 out 
k population (75,000) approxi- 
t-day Santa Rosa (the smallest 
ballot). The City of St. Helena 
intention to limit growth to 50 
es or less per year. The results of both 
cies are incorporated into the Summary 


GENERAL 


PLAN 


Goals are important. Without them it is easy to 
lose sight of original objectives in making difficult but 
necessary decisions. 

Long-range planning goals are usually general in 
nature, directed toward defining a common objective 
or concept the whole community supports. The goals 
included in the Summary General Plan have evolved 
over a number of years, and include the thoughts of 
many people who have been involved in the planning 
process in Napa County. Essentially the following 
goals stress the importance of maintaining and en- 
hancing the open area, agricultural character, natural 
amenities and environmental quality of the County. 


GOAL 1 TO PLAN FOR THE COEXISTENCE OF 
AGRICULTURAL AND URBAN 
AREAS BY LIMITING URBAN DEVEL- 
OPMENTS TO AREAS SERVED WITH 
ESSENTIAL PUBLIC SERVICES AND 
FACILITIES AND BY PRESERVING 
PRIME FARMLANDS FOR PRESENT 
AND FUTURE AGRICULTURAL USES? 


GOAL2 TO PLAN FOR A BALANCED AND 
DIVERSE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. 


GOAL3 TO WORK WITH THE CITIES TO PLAN 
FOR SERVICES, FACILITIES AND 
ACCOMMODATIONS INCLUDING 
HOUSING. TRANSPORTATION, OPEN 
SPACE, AND OTHER TOTAL COUNTY 

NEEDS. 


Fifth, the concern for minimizing pollution and 
preserving farmland can have a large impact on Napa 
County, which presently is (a) part of a growing 
metropolitan area; (b) relatively undeveloped; and (c) 
an area whose present use of prime farmland is 
economically competitive with urban development. 
Preservation of the prime farmland in the Napa 
Valley would restrict the amount of land available for 
development, which would affect the pattern and 
scale of future population growth. Conversely, should 
the wine industry decline, vineyard owners in Napa 
County might want to subdivide portions of the 
valley for residential development. 

Using the preceding factors in varying degrees 
within the last 5 to 10 years, a variety of State and 
regional governmental agencies have made population 
projections for Napa County that range between 
115,000 and 253,000 persons. (There are 14 choices 
between the high and the low figures). For the 
purposes of the Summary General Plan three of the 
16 projected population levels were selected as target 
figures to show what would be the likely conse- 
quences of different growth levels by the year 2000. 
All development concepts reflect the goals listed on 
Page 1—chiefly that growth would be concentrated in 
existing cities. 

The following sections of the report detail the 
needs and consequences by the year 2000 of growth 
from a low population figure of 115,000 people, to a 
high population figure of 200,000 people. As you 
read further, consider which alternative more closely 
describes the Napa County you feel you want to live 
in and leave to the future citizens. At the bottom of 
Page 3 is the response form where you can express 
your preference on the issues of growth 

A County can shape its future, once it has deter- 
mined what kind of a future it wants to achieve. 
Here’s a chance for you to say what you want Napa 
County to be like in the future. & 


CONSEQUENCES OF GROWTH BY YEAR-~ 2,000 ...-- (Current Population: 87,0@0) 


LOW GROWTH - 115,000 PEOPLE 


MEDIUM GROWTH - 150,000 PEQPLE HIGH GROWTH - 200,000 PEOPLE 


If a low growth option is selected: approximately one-quarter of the schools existing If the medium growth option is selected: the potential water supply to serve between 75,000 If the high growth option is selected : field, to experiment with year-round operation of 
a) The City of Napa would have to limit its today will have to be reconstructed or replaced by a) The City of Napa could grow to 75,000 residents. and 100,000 people. American Canyon has a “ae a) The City of Napa’s growth would be limited to school facilities 
development. Minimum lot sizes would have to the year 2000, due to deterioration and obsolescence. b) The cities of Yountville, St. Helena, and Calistoga tial Ae supply large enough to serve a population 75,000 people. WATER SUPPLY A total population of 200,000 
be larger and apartment densities would have to WATER SUPPLY Existing public water supplies ee ec gdcee ad geo ae Ue SceNmTInaTy of 21,000 people. While water treatment facilities Dp ec eies Cty Sai Mlle g ok oe abe u casos would require that an additional 74,000 people 


be reduced. 


are adequate to meet the needs of a low growth growth policies and the capacity of their current would develop to the maximum capacity of their 


could limit short-term expansion, the American Can- reside in the unincorporated areas of the County 


b) The cities of Yountville, St. Helena, and Calistoga 


: r 2wer S Surrent water and sewer s s vik Ico > 3 5 a5 he 2 
Meera : option. planned water and sewer ae yon Water District and the City of Napa could current w : r Sis See a ; Existing and contracted water supplies in the unincor 
u evelop according to their preliminary SEWAGE DISPOSAL N c) Growth in the unincorporated areas of the support an accelerated growth rate in the southern c) Growth in the unincorporated areas would porated areas (American Canyon, Angwin, and else- 
(limited) growth policies and the capacity of ecessary improvements in County would require the addition of 320 new Pek 6 #3 : : require the addition of 920 new residential units where) could serve only about 50% of such an 
puircdirenticener and wacavceine sewage disposal facilities would be due to the Pesidencesioemvean SALTS RENIN, per year. aes: He a i 4 If iene ate iI 
c) adoption of more stringent pollution control stan- ; SEWAGE DISPOSAL Existing sewage disposal increase; the other half wou e dependent on wells 
Growth in the unincorporated areas of the ; : g ; a5 GROWTH RATE _ The average annual Countywide or the development of new or expanded public 
c we : ; dards by State and regional agencies rather than systems in Napa County (‘‘municipal’’ systems plus : 
ounty wou ave to be limited to approxi- , OWTH T TheMAVETAGG 3 ; . aaNet Pes / ‘ ; growth rate would be close to 3%. For every three systems. Increasing the amount of water used from 
ly 2 expansion. GR RATE e average annual growth rate private septic tanks and drainfields) cannot serve 
mately 20 residences per year. 4 re Packs people living in the County today there would be wells in a given area could result in lowering the water 
HOUSING In order to accommodate a county- would be close to 2%, which approximates the much more than 120,000 people. Any additional Beas 2000 pie roraescet r 
; , enir e year able fo : ; valle 
SSA SS nS ROE TY ISO rate wide population of 115,000 people an additional County's 1960's growth rate. For every three people population would require improved, expanded, or pias Salice SE hes LE 
that these conditions would produce is about 1%. For ; : ‘ | he C d Pere (detain i, ayaa ve & eo ees a TRAFFIC All arterial roads in the County would SEWAGE DISPOSAL _ Substantial growth in unin- 
9,300 new residences would have to be provided, Due iving in the County today there would be five in the additional systems. If growth is dispersed over y 
Be eee obra aut yy oe couney, today. there to the limited volume of t th year 2000 large areas it will be very expensive to provide experience some congestion. Assuming the location corporated areas would involve the Iccation of a large 
of new constr f psec Paras: ke = % 2 ¢ 5 i 
would be four in the year 2000. . SOAS WAR ; necessary sewers: many new homes would have to of employment centers and habits of commuters do number of homes in areas not served by sewers. Since 
would probably be more buyers than houses for sale. TRAFFIC Congestion on most arterial roads would not change, State Route 29 south of the City of Napa large areas of Napa County are unsuitable for use for 
eae ae . sheets rely on septic tanks and drainfields. ange, Ute soutno euity oF Napa i pes: x ? F 
TRAFFIC Assuming that existing employment The end result of such an imbalance would be a rise A gree eS eres aig nt IUCaOn would have to handle about 10,000 more commuters. septic tanks and drainfields, widespread health prob- 
centers grow in proportion to population growth and in the cost of housing. Expected residential develop- employment centers and the habits of commuters do HOUSING In order to house a population of Tis) (aeiealip ine: aGubnaeel ceeane Gere fee ae lems could develop. (See ‘Sewage Disposal’’ section 
aii ; DORON thIORE 150,000 people, an a : ces i ‘ Sather eae ara : ” 
that future commuters feel the same about car pools hee 4 A te ol ecleares he cote else hy es a ies from ae a aati nh of the Sakae ae Fe He Ee SOREN ae AR li south of the City of Napa would have to be converted and “Physical Features Composite Map” on reverse 
F : all lots serv ity o handle 1 , : e . Sir 2 Ci ae 
and transit as they do today, congestion on existing Sry area choker "sn acres jeans sa rh ea mauler le ae os out oe nore ESE RIS a eee eta ER RIS ee ees = to a limited-access freeway. Congestion could be page.) 
3 ae r . evi : nge 9 2 2 s 
highways would be greater than it is today. For ; ‘ ANSI EN Me € congestion on’ Route 29, g ; g eased by increased use of car pools or public transit HOUSING In order to house 200,000 people in 
: comparison, 60 acres of land is equal to the area either two lanes would have to be added in each about 75,000 people, and up-valley cities are limited 
example, State Route 29 south of the City of Napa Peco IN Meee SID ae cat Pase d he hict idh ' oe By. Water Supply, sewage sUisposaleand: pralinina However, improved public transit could spur addi- Napa County an additional 37,600 residences would 
ap) ae pe ; r reliminar : 
would have to handle about 3,000 more commuters ee Hehe eae I ae Z fo) ne to the alae wou ave to be converted to Suelo Cant 2 0nd et Sack he idh u tional residential development in the same manner be needed. An increase of that-size over 26 years is 
ie “2 p . NG 7 i esidenc u e 
than it did in 1970. The additional traffic could be Rearcalcliahavalessntian anne pes ig fea me 4 TaNue oo ieee Cis TOOLS COMMUTES WOuld a Bem locitetimrnemenincotnerted : of ae that BART has affected many East Bay areas. equivalent to adding a new community the size of 
F fe S a SIS = é a ? ate areas = 
sccemmuocated by jedding -anoter (lane ih .each the Napa River and Route 29, south of Imola rae Safe NR ae County Snes SCHOOLS The current Napa County Schools Yountville every year. 
: B ape BS ie a e = “ . 
direction to the existing highway. SCHOOLS The existing schools in Napa County would accommodate less than half the students erat Pare Id t 
and north of the County Airport. id ~ ae LAND CONSUMPTION if all the 9,000 additional LAND CONSUMPTION) Assuming there would) be 
SCHOOLS The existing schools in the County would not be adequate to serve a population of , ‘ : Neate generated by a population of 200,000 people. Napa a shortage of adequate public water and sewer 
150.000 people. The add nal school c residences in unincorporated areas were served with REA PNT AS = = ig aes be ia ate eee ‘ j 
serve a student population of 17,400 students. There ; 50,0) people. The ad or s¢/000 scho | child : it cee : County would have to build again, in 26 years, as services, as many as 25,000 residences might have to 
See ecettar 1a GOO cic deake vif allicchacle were deed LAND CONSUMPTION — Expanded zoning and sub- ren that could be anticipated would exceed the water and sewer services (shared between the Napa many schools as it built in the past 60 years. Many ; Soe pees sivay Vere Bek 1 25,000 
ag re ent Hane if Napa Sonata tees division controls would be needed in the unincor- current school capacity by 11,000 students. This Sanitation District and the American Canyon County existing buildings would also have to be replaced due Bese es ae e sae " aise ie Bath ‘ 
3 nee ‘ acres a ere e se 
Pen Maris OO Bidithe favo Ghachacl children te porated areas to limit the subdivision of land and number is equivalent to the existing Calistoga and St. Water District) they could occupy as little as 1,500 to deterioration and obsolescence. If Napa County sab an i ae oe eat = if 
' * c 2 Es = " a ew subdurbda d ation. d a e 
enereecoul ation taniained conctankishere would be development of new homes. In return for the Helena Unified School Districts, plus half the existing acres of land. That would be equivalent to the area develops into even more of a (non-industrial) resi- ue eS inca ghee : bs stars are: Nene River 
o x A ry 5 = ria size OT acres is DOUNdgea e a = 
ae ddi eA eo acceptance of such development restraints, the Napa Valley Unified School District. Additional north of the County Airport, bounded by Napa dential community than it presently is, homeowners fs : = 
a need for additional school facilities for 3,800 more are ; : River, Imola Avenue: and Route 29° It. however and the ridge line east of Route 29 from Imola 
: : : County could retain its present open space character replacements for deteriorated or obsolete buildings ' SIE nee , NOWEver, would find their property taxes steadily increasing , : 
children. That would be the equivalent of building eu iaeet CONTE Te df | , wouldialee be nesases water and sewer services cannot be provided for new i f ycFonerund f h Avenue to the City of Vallejo. An area the size of 
two new school systems ae ae GE ae present St. y u preserve or agricultura u ecessary. due to the neec or Tunds to Tinance new scnoo 


125,000 acres is bounded by Silverado Trail and the 
sh bouwodary of Napa County, from Calistoga to 


production. residents in the unincorporated areas, residential lot 
sizes of one to five acres could be required and from 
9,000 to 45,000 acres of land could be occupied by 


new residences 


facilities and services. Failure to construct new 
schools has caused some communities, like Petal 
to resort to half-day sessions and othez : 


Helena Unified School District system. In addition to 
the space needed to serve a growing population, 


WATER SUPPLY Growth in up-valley cities is 
related to the capacity of existing water systems 
Current information indicates the City of Napa has 


ADVANTAGES: 
1. Rural character 
livestock indust 
2. Maintenance ofa L 
3. Best chance to Maintain environmenta quality. water treatment systems. 
4. Least expensive in terms of additional taxes needed for construction, operation and maintenance of new public 
facilities and services (sewer, water, schools). 


eatest number of jobs. 
ions and costs. 


requiring new supplies or new : ittle change in 1955 subdivisio 


DISADVANTAGES: 

1. Loss of present character of the County; even with careful land use controls, housing would be spread 
throughout the County. 

2. Greatest potential for loss of winemaking industry, decline in livestock industry, and conversion of large areas of 
farmland to urban use. 

3. Taxes would have to be increased to pay for construction of new public facilities (additional schools, water and 
sewer facilities and expanded government services). 

4. Expanded development utilizing wells and septic tanks could create health hazards. 


4. Would provide greater variety in cost and character of housing. 


DISADVANTAGES: 

1. Rural character could be lost if land use controls were not enforced. 

2. Some new development would extend into agricultural and hillside areas. 

Would require additional tax revenue to pay for new schools and related facilities. 


DISADVANTAGES: 
1. Napa County would have to enact and enforce strict regulations on subdivision and development activities. 
2. Housing would become even more scarce and expensive than it is now. 

3. Employment opportunities, particularly in construction and land development industries, would be limited. 


IN MY OPINION — RESPONSE QUESTIONNAIRE 


ee a a a ae aa (a er eres ees force ene eee meme [come 
AREA IDENTIFICATION ion ; : 
1. Including a maximum population for the City of Napa of 75,000, the total population for 


Napa County in the next 25 years (Choose one) 
A. Should not be allowed to exceed 115,000 
B. Should not be allowed to exceed 150,000 
C. Should not be allowed to exceed 200,000 
D 


COMPARISON OF GROWTH ALTERNATIVES 


Peta county City of Nave 


115,000 66,000 


. West Ridge of Napa Valley 


C3 

? » Se and Calistoga 

i wt 
} 


2. Upper Napa Valley, Deer Park, 
Angwin 


Population 


4 


Low Increase from 1973 28,000 21,800 2 / y ap en pe eee 
Growth Total Housing Increase 9,330 D.U. 7,250 D.U. fog Units 3. East of Napa Valley, 2 Future urban type business and housing developments in Napa County . (Choose one) 
270 D.U Lake Berryessa (J A. Should be limited to areas located inside the County’s existing cities where needed 
350 D.U. .U. 


Yearly Housing Increase f possible annexation of 


facilities and services can be provided most efficiently. 


Pcy ISlands’’ has not been shown on 


4. City of Napa and Immediate 
Surrounding Area 


150,000 
63,000 


60,600 
26,000 


75,000 
30,800 


Pp. lati B. Should be limited to those areas having adequate water and sewers. 
opulation 


this chart. Annexations by the City of 


OO 


C. Should be allowed to locate wherever it wants to subject to meeting established 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
development standards. | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Increase from 1973 


Medium 
Growth 


Napa would have the effect of raising 


the ‘housing increase’’ allocated to the 


21,000 D.U. 8,680 D.U. 10,250 D.U. 2,070 D.U. 5. Carneros Area D. Should be stopped in the unincorporated areas. 


Total Housing Increase 


“‘unincorporated”’ column. 


The present open agricultural character of Napa County (Choose one) 


780 D.U. 320 D.U. 380 D.U. 80 D.U. 


Yearly Housing Increase A. Should be maintained and protected even if there is some public cost involved. 


6. East Bank of Napa River 
from State Hospital to 


Solano County Line 


Cut along dotted line 


200,000 108,600 75,000 16,400 B. Should be retained only if it can pay its own way. 


Population 


C. Is not important. 


| 

3. 

—! 

LJ 

= 

4 

© A. Bringing more industry and business to provide more jobs and tax revenues. 


High Increase from 1973 113,000 74,000 30,800 8,200 The most important consideration(s) to be included in the County General Plan are: 
Growth ’ 2,750 D.U. 
GS tales nu NneIees sd Bis or veces B. Retaining the unique quality of living that currently exists in Napa County. 
Yearly Housing Increase 1,400 D.U 920 D.U. 380 D.U. 100 D.U. C. Providing for a diverse human environment. 


5. | live in area ealet [aale2 acy) ae! 155 16 


GS 


D POPULATION IN 1973 87,000 34,600 44,200 8,200 
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